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Ulster: Conciliation 
Not Enough 


After the trouble in Northern Ireland late 
last year the much boosted programme of 


conciliation and reform began. Our view 
at the time was quite clear; although cer- 
tain reforms might well have been due, 
they would not put an end to the trouble. If 
trouble died down for a time it was only 
because the trouble makers were dressing 
their wounds, reassembling their forces and 
reassessing their tactics—not for any other 
reason. As soon as the agents of disorder 
had got their breath back disorder would 
break out again. So it has proved. 
Reassessment of tactics has had one 
important result. In contrast to the previous 
disorders, the recent ones have been dis- 
tinguished by attacks on the Army. No 
doubt the intention is to provoke the latter 
into violent retaliation and then to use the 
machinery of propaganda to rekindle all 
the old Sinn Fein nonsense about “British 
Imperialism”. Perhaps indeed the previous 
trouble was aimed at the object of getting 
the Army to Ulster, and now that this has 
been achieved the trouble makers will 


attempt to inflame hatred against the 
troops on both sides, if on different pre- 
texts. 


When we last spoke at length on the 
Ulster issue we insisted that peace would 
not return to that area until the real agents 
of disorder had been identified for what 
they were and the firmest legal action 
taken against them. We identified them, 
not as ordinary Irish Catholics campaigning 
for their rights, but as international revol- 
utionary gangsters of the extreme Left using 
Catholics — and some Protestants — for 


Published 


Page Two 


‘Spearhead 


in support of 


their own ends. This analysis has now been 
amply confirmed. It is established that 
Trotskyists control the People’s Democracy, 
one of the main organisations behind the 
troubles, and that another, the Londonderry 
Unemployed Action Committee, has close 
links with revolutionary groups in London, 
notably the Maoist Irish National Liberation 
Solidarity Front. It is also established that 
Eamonn McCann, Chairman of the Derry 
Labour Party, is in close liaison with the 
London based Revolutionary Socialist 
League. Also working to aggravate the 


situation is the long familiar 1.R. A., whose. 


leader Cathal Goulding we exposed as a 
self-confessed Marxist in this journal last 
January. 


It is these elements who are the cause of 


the destruction in Northern Ireland and will 
continue to be so until they are safely 
behind iron bars—not the ordinary Protes- 
tants and Catholics, who in the most part 
want to live in peace with each other. And 
it is international red revolution which is 
at the centre of the whole affair — not 
a religious squabble. Until these facts are 
understood Ulster will continue to smoul- 
der. 


Bias at the B.B.C. 


Long, long overdue are the revelations of 
left-wing B.B.C. bias made by Messrs. 
Eldon’ Griffiths, Quinton Hogg, Iain 
Macleod and Ian Gilmour. Apart from this, 
all. that is remarkable about these revel- 
ations is their mildness. 

Mr. Griffiths says of the bias in B.B.C. 
programmes: “I am certain this is not 
planned. There is no conspiracy. But the 
overall impression of B.B.C. radio prog- 
rammes is that they are tilted, ever so 
slightly, towards...... the political Left.” 

Mr. Hogg says: “I have absolutely no 
doubt that the Director General and the 
Board of Governors of the B.B.C. are 
impartial. But programme policy is often 
in the hands of producers who seem much 
less experienced in the exercise of impar- 
tail judgement.” 

Not planned! Director General impartial]! 
To serious students of the processes of 
mass-media power this kind of whitewash- 
ing is almost worse than not raising the 
subject at all. Is it imagined that young 
recruits to the B.B.C. programme produc- 
tion department are haphazardly chosen on 
the basis of their blue eyes or winning 
smiles? If 80, let this idea be quickly 


‘without any feelings of race.” 


corrected. Recruits to the B.B.C. are in 
fact rigidly screened to ensure that their 
views are properly in line with the official 
ideology. It may not be that they are 
asked what party they belong to, but they 
are certainly asked their views on all sen- 
sitive subjects, such as race, etc.,and from 
their answers it is possible for the B.B.C. 
chiefs to ensure that they will toe the 
line. Of six new young recruits to the 
organisation this last year it is known that 
four were active in left-radical groups at 
their universities. 

Sir Hugh Greene, when in charge of the 
B.B.C., said of its policy: “We are not 
biased between, left and right but we are 
certainly biased 
‘between right and 
wrong.” Sir Hugh, 
himself a life-long 
radical, was in other 
words setting him- 
self and his coll- 
eagues up as moral 
arbiters over all key 
issues — which 
means in another 
language just the 
same thing as exercising a bias in matters 
of politics. Sir Hugh also said: “I know 
that our programmes annoy some people, 
but they are the very people we are glad to 
annoy.” 

Charles Curran, Sir Hugh’s successor, 
is out of much the same stable. In talk- 
ing to an interviewer at the outset of his 


ELDON GRIFFITHS 


appointment, he spoke quite frankly of his 
“Marxist background”. 
It seems inconceivable that Messrs. 


Griffiths and Co. should be alert to the 
political tendencies of the B.B.C. yet 
imagine that they are not part of a policy 
directed from the top. Do they know more 
than they are prepared to say? Are they 
speaking like men aware of the frightening 
shadow of an immense power looming over 
them and afraid to go too far in offending 
it? This is certainly our bet. 


Big Brother Talking 


“We must have an integrated society. 
Teachers have a special responsibility to 
see that young people go out into society 
So spoke 
Education Minister Edward Short before a 
gathering of schoolteachers recently. 

This ominous tone, sounding as it does 
very much like the voice of Big Brother, 
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makes one wonder just what further plans 
our rulers have for moulding the education 
system of Britain to the specifications of 
Socialist ideology. Is the day not far off 
when the salt-mines will be the destination 
of any intrepid teacher who fails to incul- 
cate his pupils with the approved leftist 
sentiments? 


Skinheads and How To 
Deal With Them 


‘Pakistani-bashing’, the much publicised 
pastime of some of London’s skinheads, is 
a deplorable and pointless occupation. 
Some Pakistanis may indeed have made 
their presence felt in an unpleasant way, 
but to pick on them all as a racial group 
and take it out on them on account of the 
misdeeds of a few is contemptible. 

Nevertheless, equally contemptible is the 
effort of some press propagandists to find a 
sinister political motive in the actions of 
these youths— contemptible, but of course 
predictable. As soon as the first news of 
skinhead-Pakistani brawls came out, we 
knew that the Left would seize with delight 
upon the affair as a means of focussing 
sympathy on the immigrants and equating 
skinhead behaviour with political racial- 
ism. 
The fact is that no group of people could 
be less politically or ideologically mot- 
ivated in their actions than Britain’s skin- 
heads. Their behaviour is a completely 
spontaneous thing and must be understood 
in a dual context. 

Firstly, racial clashes are, as we have 
long been predicting, an inevitable product 
of a racially mixed society, and simply 
testify to the failure of forced integration. 
This is not in the slightest way disproved by 
the assertion that the clashes are the fault 
of one side or the other. Our task is not to 
argue where the fault lies but to prevent 
the clashes from happening. As the ex- 
perience of America has proved, the more 
intensive the effort towards integration the 
greater the clashes. 

Secondly, we must understand the skin- 
head phenomenon in its more general 
aspect. It represents of course nothing that 
is new in society. It is simply the current 
manifestation of a problem that is as old as 
civilisation itself. Stored within the emo- 
tions of all red-blooded young men and 
teenagers are immense reserves of natural 
aggression. Our social need is not to tame 
this aggression—the day that happens our 
young manhood will be no good for any- 
thing—but to direct it into useful outlets. 

The pent-up aggression in young males is 
always likely to find the wrong outlets in a 
society governed by liberal values. In the 
first place, a liberal establishment is in- 
variably an establishment permeated by the 
spirit of pacifism and effeminacy and as 


such represents the very things the vigorous 
young male most despises. In the second 
place, a liberal establishment runs like a 
scared rabbit from the word discipline, 
and discipline is the only way in which the 
aggression of youth can be harnessed for the 
right purposes. 

A disciplined system of youth leadership 
could offer the skinheads facilities for the 
exercise of their aggression which would 
eventually satisfy all but a tiny few of 
them. Compulsory boxing, wrestling, judo, 
or other combat sports would go a long way 
to providing what is needed. 

In the more emotional context, proper 
youth leadership would cater for the young 
man’s craving for identification. Here the 
task would be toredirect the aggressive pride 
in one’s gang into an aggressive pride in 
one’s nation and the feeling of being a 
bigger person for being a member of it. 

A few skinheads are thoroughly nasty 
characters with whom nothing can be done 
except a very long and very hard spell in 
jail. The majority are lost sheep wandering 
in the city wilderness, desperately seeking 


some kind of leadership that they can. 


look up to and some kind of cause in which 
they can believe. Our establishment gives 
them neither, so they make their own. The 
leader is the toughest fellow in the gang 
and the cause is the honour and glory of the 
gang. 

Can we not find them tougher leadership 
and more worthwhile symbols of honour and 
glory? 


Reds and ‘Peace’ 


The entry into Cambodia of Vietcong 
troops prompts one to ask: just what is 
happening to the much heralded Vietnam 
‘peace talks’ opened in Paris long ago? 

When these talks began we felt sceptical. 
Anyone acquainted with the Asian mind— 
and in particular the Communist Asian 
mind— will know that peace thoughts are 
the last thing likely to be under consider- 
ation in a war that is by no means lost. 
The fact that the North Vietnamese and 
Vietcong were willing to come to Paris 
meant only one thing: that they saw the 
peace conference as an excellent platform 
for political propaganda, and no more than 
that. This was confirmed by the wilful 
breaking of a subsequent Xmas truce. It is 
doubly confirmed by the recent events in 
Cambodia. 

When in heavens will it sink into the 
thick skulls of our dove fraternity in the 
West that the word ‘peace’ exists, not any- 
where in the philosophy of Communism, 
but only in its tactical manuals. 

Despite their technical superiority, the 
civilised nations are going to lose the 

_future if they continue to be governed by 


the tired philosophy of ‘peace’, while 
the Communists are governed only by the 
philosophy of victory. 

There is only one way to get the Comm- 
unist to talk peace to you and really mean 
it— when you’ve got him flat on his back, 
his arms chained behind him and your gun 
barrel planted firmly between his eyes. 


The Barnard Cult 


Just who is this man Christian Barnard? 

The record tells us that he struggled 
against hard times to become a doctor. 
Good for him—but he is not the first such 
mortal in the history of medicine. 

It also tells us that he has been assoc- 
iated with a particularly advanced form of 
surgery. So have several others, and up to 
the present no patient has survived this 
surgery long enough for us to be sure that it 
can work. 

So far, in other words, Dr. Barnard has 


proved that he is a capable member of his 
‘profession and one of the many who wish to 


extend the frontiers of its knowledge. He 
has done nothing, on the other hand, to 


-be included among the giants of medicine 


alongside such names as Fleming, Pasteur, 
Lister and Ehrlich. 

Yet during the last year or so Christian 
Bamard has been rammed down our throats 
like castor oil. We have not been able to 
pick up our newspapers without seeing his 
photo. We have not been able to tune in 
to radio or television for very long without 
hearing his name. He, it seems, has not 
been able to light a cigarette without the 
world knowing about it or indeed to utter a 
syllable without it being widely reported 
and reverently pondered upon. 

Now the Evening News is serialising his 
life story, which from the instalments so 
far seems as unremarkable a life story as it 
is possible to read. 

Perhaps the clue to Dr. Barnard’s emin- 
ence lies elsewhere. He happens to be that 
ideal subject for the mass-media— a South 
African who opposes apartheid. Such 
species today can hardly fail to become 
celebrities. And something more — Dr. 
Bamard’s private life is well in keeping 
with fashionable trends. After a year or so 
as leading international playboy, he 
deserted a devoted wife and family to wed 
the young daughter of an oil tycoon. 

Had Dr. Barnard been a patriotic repres- 
entative of his country and loyal to its way 
of life, and had he been a solid family 
man conscious of his matrimonial duties, 
would he have been given the build up he 
has received? No, in all likelihood he 
would have remained no more significant a 
figure than the several other skilled sur- 
geons who have been involved in the still 
experimental practice of heart transplants. 

It all makes one rather sick. 
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“THEY'RE NOT GOING TO TURN PETER McMENEM/E 


THIS AREA INTO A TORY SLUM” 


Plans by Southend Conservative Assoc- 
iation to open a new office have provoked 
indignant reaction from—staunch Tories 
living in the area! Sixty-eight have signed 


a petition claiming that the tone of the . 


area will be lowered if the party moves in. 
“Outrageous!” roared one Tory signatory, 
“at election times we will have the loud- 
speaker van disturbing the peace.” “Some 
of my best friends are Conservatives,” 
insisted another, “but we don’t want them 
on our doorstep.” The Tory Association 
Chairman denied that they were going to 
run orgies, etc., in the proposed new office, 
but was reported to be seeking alternative 
premises. 


GILT-EDGED INVESTMENT 


The Kenyan Government is unrepentant 
about kicking out its unwanted Asians and 
dumping them on Britain. With blacks like 
James Maina Wanjihi in the Government, 
Kenya is hardly likely to climb down 
either. Wanjihi has recently invested a 
considerable sum in a new company whose 
business will be the chartering of ships on 
which up to a thousand Asians will be 
loaded and sent off to Britain. 


..-AND ANOTHER CARGO FOR 
JOHNNY MUGGINS LAND... 


31,000 overseas students arrived to 
‘study’ at British universities last year. 
First year’s bill to the British taxpayer: £26 
million. 


THANKS... 


Rhodesian pilots fought in the Battle of 
Britain and throughout the Second World 
War. They suffered proportionately more 
casualties than any other Commonwealth 
force. By way of thanks the British Govern- 
ment has refused to allow the new film 
Battle of Britain to be exported to Rhodesia 
on the grounds that it would “aid and com- 
fort” the enemy. 


FRONT FACTS FABLES 
The Pot That Called The Kettle Black 


There was an Englishman named Arthur 
Mellors. He was married to a very pretty 
Jamaican girl and had five children. There 
was a lot of racial prejudice in England. In 
Jamaica there was no racial prejudice. 
People said that there were folk of all diff- 
erent colours in Jamaica. They got on very 
well and everyone was good friends with 
everyone. Arthur set off to Jamaica. He 
arrived in sunny Kingston and met a 
friendly immigration officer. “I don’t see 
why a white man should be allowed in this 
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country to do a job a black man can do,” 
said the immigration officer. Arthur had to 
go back to England. Moral? if you don’t 
succeed, try again. 


OTHER FAILURES TRYING AGAIN 


The hitherto favourite tactics of lying 
about immigrant population figures in Brit- 
ain are a less practical proposition now that 
official figures have shown that a stagger- 
ing 12 per-cent of births in this country are 
to immigrant mothers. A pointer to the 
new methods which liberals are likely to 
adopt to cover up the immigrant birth-rate 
comes from Ealing Community Relations 
Council. The Council demands deletion 
from the 1971 census form of a question 
asking people to state the country of origin 
of their parents. 


SHOT IN THE ARM FAILS 


The Four Tops, an American negro pop 
group, decided that their proposed new 
gimmick, the World Union of Harmony, 
might be advanced by installing Labour 
peer Lord Brockway as its President. Over- 
tures made, the group was invited to the 
House of Lords to discuss the matter. Two 
hours later its leader was arrested and 
charged with illegal possession of cocaine 
and ammunition. 


A SEXUAL FANTASY 


Anxious argument greeted the new plans 
for the B.B.C.’s Third Programme. Michael 
Kustow, Director of the Institute of Con- 
temporary Arts, and described endearingly 
but effectively as “the thinking man’s 
Phineas Barnum”, was most worried about 
the transfer of drama from the new Radio 
3 (audience 50,000 to Radio 4 
(audience 750,000). “What about sex?” 
complained Kustow. “Being a single person 
in a room with a radio is like being in bed 
with someone. It’s essentially an erotic 
situation. How far have you gone with 
your 50,000 audience and how far will you 


~ agency. 
“praise on sinister models of Soviet revision- 


go with 750,000?” 


REVISIONISM AND ALL THAT JAZZ 


“American jazz and the Russian film War 
and Peace. are products of a decadent bour- 
geois culture,” reports the Chinese news 
“America,” it says, “is lavishing 


ist literature and art.” On recent joint 
performances of American and Soviet jazz 
bands in Russia the Chinese complained 
that “the skill, namely the level of deca- 
dence, of the Soviet revisionists’ jazz bands 
has been raised greatly.” 


* Regular Feature 
RACE RELATIONS MADHOUSE 


Latest victim of the Race Relations Board 
is the Giant Golden Mother Goose Book 
of nursery rhymes. Crime? including the. 
inflammatory rhyme “Taffy was a Welsh- 
man, Taffy was a Thief”. Welshman John 
Davies made the complaint by way of a 
joke. Not that that has made any differ- 
ence to the Race Relations Board, which 
insists on investigation of the complaint in 
the normal way. 


FRATERNAL GREETINGS 


The first visit of a West German Chan- 
cellor to East Germany merited “polite and 
fraternal greetings to engender a comradely 
atmosphere for talks”. Many of the East 
Germans who accepted the invitation and 
lined Willy Brandt’s route unfortunately 
cheered too loudly and 200 of them were 
arrested. 


SHARPEVILLE: BIG PROTEST 


For a week before the Anti-Apartheid 
Movement’s rally in Trafalgar Square to 
mark the tenth anniversary of the Sharp- 
ville myth, huge publicity in the press and 
on television promised that it would be one 
of London’s biggest ever demonstrations. 
On the day of the rally itself news (or ad- 
vertising plugs) of the impending protest 
occupied first spot in B. B,C. news bulletins. 
The photograph reproduced here shows just 
how big the Anti-Apartheid march was as it 
entered Trafalgar Square. Despite this 
pathetic turnout, both B.B.C. and I.T.V. 
made it the main news of the day. 
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NE of the certainties of our 

times is the growing public 
interest in conscription. Just a dec- 
ade after it was abolished, this inst- 
itution is being discussed with 
increasing earnestness all over 
Britain. 

Last month there were bitter exchanges 
in Parliament when the Minister of Defence 
accused the Tories of favouring defence 
commitments which could only be carried 
out through the return of conscription, and 
implied that such a return was in fact their 
intention. The Tories were most. anxious to 
deny this charge and the indignation with 
which they did so suggested an unduly 
sensitive attitude on the subject. This was 
noticed by Peregrine Worsthorne, who, 
writing in the Sunday Telegraph, said: 
“,.....the Tories evidently feel that to be 
accused of even contemplating such a poss- 
ibility is to hit them foully below the belt, 
to charge them with an unforgivable crime 
against the British people.” Worsthorne 
went on to say that the extremity of the 
anger clearly arose from the Tory belief 
that the misconstruction could prove imm- 
ensely damaging, that it was part of a dia- 
bolical Labour plot to saddle the Opposition 
with an intention which, if believed by the 
public, might lose them the election. 
“Mr. Heath and Mr. Healey,” he con- 
cluded, “both seem to agree that such a 
line would dish the Tories. In my view it 
could do the opposite.” 

Worsthorne may well be right. Shortly 
after the debate in question an opinion 
survey was conducted among young people 
which showed that roughly one-third were 
in favour of some form of national service. 
Almost certainly, the percentage in favour 
would be significantly higher amongst 
older members of the public. This is my 
own observation after talking to a great 
many people among the over-40 age- 
groups and reading a great many letters on 
the subject in both local and national 
newspapers. As on so many issues today, the 
thinking of the man in the street appears to 
be well ahead of that of the orthodox 
schools of politics. 


DEFENSIVE NEEDS 


In the few instances in which politicians 
do dare to discuss conscription it is usually 
in the context of defensive needs, and the 
overwhelming weakness of the arguments 
one hears, whether they be for or against, 
is that they seem to be based entirely on 
circumstantial requirements, requirements 
of a given moment of time caused by this 
or that current balance of forces or this or 


that current climate of international rela- 


tions. What is absent— and what, I submit, 
is urgently needed—is a consideration of_ 


JOHN TYNDALL 


Some Thoughts 
on Conscription 


conscription within a much more general 
context: a context of military needs, not 
only of the present and immediate future, 
but of a much more permanent kind, .and 
more than just that—a context embracing 
social and educational considerations as 
well. 

Indeed, this latter thought is reflected in 
the views one hears and reads every day. 
They are expressed, not by military ex- 
perts who pretend to know the manpower 
requirements of Britain’s services, but by 
ordinary folk appalled at the anarchy and 
indiscipline prevalent everywhere today 
and who see a form of national service as 
providing a training for citizenship for 
young people which is quite plainly lacking 
at the present time. 


NATIONAL INVESTMENT 


As far as military needs are concerned, 
this must always be born in mind: a system 
of conscription represents a major national 
investment, both in manpower and money. 
When viewing such an investment, we 
should be concerned to reap the maximum 
dividends. Too many people tend to 
measure the dividends in terms of the num- 
ber of men we would have to meet the 
requirements of our services in all likely 
contingencies over the next ten years. But 
in fact this is only part of the purpose of 
conscription. Assuming that we introduced 
such a system along the lines of the post- 
war one— with a two-year service period 
for all eligible young men, it would mean 
not only an increase of so many men inour 
available manpower at any given time; it 
would mean that at the end of ten-years for 
every conscript in uniform there would be 
five who had passed through the services, 
been trained, both basically and in specific 
fields, and therefore readily available for 
immediate service with a minimum of 
retraining. At the end of twenty years 
this number would have doubled, and so on 
until virtually the entire population of 
fighting age would have had service exper- 
ience and therefore vastly facilitate the 
task of national mobilisation should the 
need arise. It is this much more long term 
dividend which gives sense to a conscript 
system, and that can only be assured if we 


are prepared to look at conscription, not as_ 


a temporary emergency which may in due 
course pass away, but a permanent institu- 
tion in our national life. 

Today Britain is one of the very few 
major nations that does not maintain such 
an institution, and it seems inexplicable to 
others that we so consistently fail to learn 
from history. We were caught virtually with 
our pants down in 1914 because sacred and 
venerable tradition decreed that it was ‘un- 
British to oblige men to bear arms for 
their country. Even then it took us two 
further years to wake up to the fact that 
this tradition was out of date. This incred- 
ible slowness in facing up to the modern 
facts of life brought us to within a hairs- 
breadth of annihilation. 

Yet the lesson did not sink home. By 
1939 we were no better prepared militarily, 
and worse prepared psychologically, then 
we were in 1914, We scraped through the 
war on the winning side, but at what a 
cost! 

Now after two crucial lessons, we are 
back to the same old ways. Totally failing 
to understand the spirit of the Twentieth 
Century, and in particular that of the world 
that we inherited in 1945, we persist in the 
myopic superstition that there is something 
immoral and alien in summoning our young 
manhood to a period in uniform. Will we 
rid ourselves of this superstition in time for 
the next emergency? 

To talk of superstition is of course to 
state only part of the case. A much more 
up to date. factor is the struggle of party 
politics referred to earlier. Fortunately for 
other nations, this issue has been taken 
outside the realm of party politics and 
made an article of faith without which 
national survival is inconceivable. Such 
has been the habit of the United States 
since the end of the last war and of the 
main Continental European powers since 
the turn of the Century and in some cases 
earlier. 

In Britain it is encouraging to note that, 
though conscription and all that it implies 
remains very much a party political issue 
to be viewed in terms of its effect on im- 
pending elections, a substantial section of 
the public is coming to see it as having an 
essential role in making our nation fit for 
its future tasks—of which self-defence is 
only one. 
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During recent months there has 
been much talk on the subject of 
unity amongst patriotic organisations 
in Britain. Is the National Front 
prepared to consider a unification of 
forces with other groups? 


The National Front was originally brought 
into being by the merging of a number of 
previously separate patriotic organisations, 
and so naturally this is a subject in which 
we have a great interest. In fact we are in 
favour of the closest possible unity among 
patriotic forces. As we have learnt our- 
selves, it is the only way open to us. 
However, the question is: in what way is 
unity to be brought about? The end is not 
in dispute, only the means. 


What do you see as being the 
dispute? 


Very simply this: some people are now 
talking about obtaining a merger of pat- 
riotic forces by disbanding existing organ- 
isations and forming a new organisation 
encompassing the combined strengths of all 
of them. Well, this is exactly what we did 
three and a half years ago in order to form 
the National Front. At that time all known 
patriotic organisations in Britain were 
invited to contribute to a merger of forces 
so that our cause could thenceforth be 
advanced under the banner of one single 
movement. Most of these organisations 
agreed to this proposal, ceased their separ- 
ate operations and combined together from 
then on under the National Front— which 
was what its name implied: a common 
front of nationalist and patriotic bodies in 
the United Kingdom. One or two organ- 
isations did not agree to the merger and 
continued their separate courses. Very well, 
while we regretted their actions, we res- 
pected their right to do as they wished. 
But what do we see now? Apparently, some 
of the very people who were not interested 
in unity three and a half years ago are 
enthusiastically discussing it today! This 
would be fine by us but for the fact that 
what they are proposing is that we should 
all do the same as we did previously — 
disband existing bodies and form a new 
combined body under another name. All 
right, supposing we do this. Then in 
perhaps three years time supposing other 
bodies appear on the scene and after having 
achieved very little in their own right 
come round to our way of thinking and 
desire a uniting of forces. What are we to 
do then? Disband again and set up yet 
another organisation under yet another 
name in order to encompass them, and so 
on every few years ad infinitum? Surely, 
you will agree that this would be absurd. 

We therefore take the other course. We 
Say to these groups: if we are to unite, let 
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Nationalist 
Unity 


OF THE NATIONAL FRONT 

it be under the body that was originally 
designed for that purpose — the National 
Front. 


and join the NF, as we did. This surely is 
by far the most sensible course. 


It has been said that many people 
who sympathise with the aims of the 
National Front are frightened by the 
belief that it has a reputation for 
extremism. Wha: do you say to this? 

Extremism? Please define what you 
mean. Is your opposition to drug-pushing 
among teenagers moderate—or is it ex- 
treme? Do savage sexual assaults on young 
children make you moderately angry, or do 
they make you extremely angry? If your 
country is in peril will you give it only 
moderate help or will you help it to the 
utmost extremity of your power? Answer 
these questions and you will know where 
the National Front stands. On great issues 
moderation can be another word for cow- 
ardice. Our determination to save Britain 
from extinction, so far from arousing fear, 
justifies our claim to the confidence of our 
fellow countrymen. The truth about the 
National Front can be found by an exam- 
ination of its policies and its constitution, 
which is thoroughly democratic. 


Do you deny that the National Front 
has been involved in some violent 
encounters? 


Any NF member who creates violence 
will be expelled. However, if our own 


meetings are attacked by left-wing trouble-: 


makers—as they frequently have been— 
we will defend ourselves. 

What do you wish that we should do in 
order to ensure that we are never involved 
in violent encounters? Meekly consent, as 
soon as we are threatened by the trouble- 
makers, to cancel our meetings and other 
activities in compliance’ with their 
demands? This may seem a clever policy 
to some people an the political scene, but 
to us it is a contemptible one. 


Is it not true that some of the NF 
leaders have previously been mem- 
bers of fascist movements? 


Mention of Fascist in a precise sense — as 


distinct from a mere term of abuse— may 
perhaps refer to the fact that the National 


You disband your old organisations: 


Director of the NF was a leading member 
of British Union before he parted company 
with Sir Oswald Mosley THIRTY-TWO 
YEARS AGO. If association with that 
movement was sinful the sin, in greater or 
less degree, was committed by such men of 
letters as T.S. Eliot, the Sitwell brothers, 
Wyndham Lewis, Henry Williamson, Roy 
Campbell and Beverley Nichols, by the 
great expert on armoured warfare and dis- 
tinguished military historian Major-General 
J.F.C. Fuller and by legal luminaries such 
as a present High Court Judge. The aim 
was to provide an alternative to finance- 
capitalism and communism. 

Having fought, not without recognition, 
for his country in two world wars, he has 
been well placed to bring—and duly win— 
legal actions arising from newspapers 
making the intolerable inference that his 
previous political affiliation was in any 
way traitorous. 

Like many of his colleagues, he has come 
to see that the great problem is not demo- 
cratic government representative of the 
people, but government which, once in 
power, represents only the great inter- 
national vested interests. 

There are among other organisers of the 
National Front men who have had a brief 


connection with fascist bodies in their 
younger days. There are many, many 
more who have been Conservatives, Lab- 


ourites and even Liberals. We are a move- 
ment of converts from all parties. 


Do you think that, even if some 
bodies are not prepared to merge 
with you, you can still maintain a 
spirit of friendly cooperation with 
them? 


Naturally, it is better to cooperate than 
to quarrel, but our experience in this field 
is that such cooperation seldom comes to 
very much. The fact has to be faced that 
two organisations campaigning for the same 
things and making their appeal to the same 
sentiments among the public are in effect 
in competition with each other, and one’s 
gain is going to be the other’s loss. Don’t 
forget that we were once split into a num- 
ber of different organisations. For most of 
the time these organisations maintained a 
friendly attitude towards one another and 
here and there indulged in a little practical 
cooperation. But we only really began to 
make an impact when we became one 
movement. The patriotic cause in Britain 
only has a hope of succeeding if all its 
forces are channelled into a single party. 
A party was created for this purpose thrge 
and a half years ago and its growth since 
then has been astonishing. It can grow 
much more if only all those on our side 
realise that it is our country’s one great 
hope and to give it their undivided support. 


T was common at one time to hear 

a judge inform his court that the 
learned counsel should present his 
case so that it was understood by ‘the 
man on the Clapham omnibus’, which 
to the legal world meant the average 
man in the street. 

I recently found myself standing on a 
Clapham-bound bus in the rush hour, and 
circumstances led me to reflect not on 
matters of the court but of race (there are 
no doubt some readers who think I reflect 
on nothing else!) 

Having one of those drivers who somehow 
manage to operate both accelerator and 
brake simultaneously, 1 was suddenly flung 
forward into the well built side of a seated 


. Negress, nearly ending up in her lap. 
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“Heh! Mind ma leg! Mind ma leg! 
You’ve hurt ma leg!” For her size her 
voice was remarkably shrill—almost like 
a child's. 

“Sorry. The driver must be late for his 
tea,” I murmured. 

“He sure is. He sure is,” she giggled, 
her large bosum reverberating beneath her 
coat. 

Next to her, seated on the inside, was a 
Sikh, who sat very upright in spite of the 
fact that his shoulder was squashed against 
the window. He turned his head slowly and 
slightly, and looked at the Negress witha 
trace of amusement. 

Looking at the two, I thought how incon- 
sequential is colour when comparing racial 
differences, and how the over-use of terms 
like ‘coloured immigration’ or ‘the colour 
problem’ leads only to confusion. 

I felt an affinity to the negress as a 
fellow human being, but that was as far as 
it went. Her features were totally foreign 
in comparison to the Sikh, whose well 
formed chin, slightly hooked long nose and 
high forehead exuded an air of intelligence 
and gave him the bearing of a man con- 
scious of his own culture. There was some- 
thing else: behind the dead-pan face, the 
face of the inscrutable East, one could sense 
an alert mind that took everything in. 
Perhaps, I thought, this was the key to the 
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phenomenon of the British being often more 
ready to accept the Negro immigrant than 
the Indian or the Pakistani. Yet these latter 
two, particularly those from North India 
and West Pakistan where infusions of Aryan 
blood from 2,000 B.C. up to the time of 
Alexander the Great have left their racial 
mark, are closer to the European than to 
the Negro. The average Briton feels ill at 
ease with the Indian—never sure what he 
is thinking but most assured that he is 
thinking. Thus it is easy to talk of Indian 
cunning. The Negro on the other hand is 
more demonstrative in his feelings: quick 
to anger and quick to laughter. The British 
know more where they are with him and in 
result it draws out their readiness for pater- 
nalism— and also maternalism — which 
only two generations back had been invalu- 
able in making the British system of empire 
much more workable than the French or 
Spanish. 


INTERRUPTED 


My reflections were interrupted by a 
sudden flurry of movement from the seat 
alongside which I stood. Two well filled 
chainstore carrier bags were wrenched from 
under the Sikh’s legs and gripped in one 
large brown hand. The other went through 
the straps of a voluminous shiny plastic 
handbag, leaving the fingers free to clutch 
the edge of the seatin front. With a sigh, 
the Negress heaved herself to her feet and 
proceeded to squeeze her bulk, puffing all 
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REFLECTIONS 
ON RACE 
AND COLOUR 


the while, past the other standing passen- 
gers, who arched over to left and right like 
twin rows of wilting daffodils. She reached 
the platform, and like a large, friendly 
hippopotamus entering the waters of the 
Lifpopo, she lowered herself to the ground 
and ploughed through the throng jockeying 
to get on the bus. 

“Blimey mate,” said a wizened little 
cockney who had made the platform, 
“you’ve got room for anuvver six now she’s 
got orf!” The conductor laughed, as did 
most other passengers within earshot. The 
Sikh, apparently oblivious to her departure, 
continued looking straight ahead. 

He symbolised the Indian immigrant’s 
complete rejection of the idea of integ- 
ration into our society, in spite of state- 
ments -to the contrary from our politicians 
and professional race-mixers. The Negress 
on the other hand symbolised the pathetic 
eagerness of the West Indian for complete 
acceptance. 


DEAD RIGHT! 


ALL OVER BRITAIN universities are being 
disrupted. 

This time students seem to be steamed 
up about the alleged existence of political 
files on their activities. 

But what would happen if the student 
revolution ever came? 

University filing cabinets would be 
crammed full of political dossiers. 

There'd be dossiers on students who dared 
to vote Tory. 

Dossiers on supporters of Rhodesia, South 
Vietnam and President Nixon. 

Dossiers on those who eat South African 
tinned fruit and on those who gorge them- 
selves on politically contaminated Greek 
food. 

For the trainee Trotskys and apprentice 
Maos are no lovers of freedom. 

They are more arrogant and intolerant 
than the most reactionary vice-chancellor 
could ever be. 

They are professional agitators whose 
only interest on the campus is to foment 
anarchy for their own ends. 


—Daily Sketch 
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NATIONALISM 
A MYTH 


FRICAN NATIONALISM’ is based on 
a myth—because there is no such 
thing as an African nation, any more than 
there is a Kenyan nation, a Zambian nat- 
ion, a Tanzanian nation, a Congolese 
nation or a Nigerian nation. Africa as a 
whole consists of thousands of tribes, with 
different languages and far more separate 
in race than the nations of Europe. The 
boundaries of the so-called ‘nations’ to 
which we pay recognition in Africa today 
were nothing more than boundaries estab- 
lished by British and other European colon- 
ists in previous centuries. Hence the con- 
tinual separatist movements that spring up 
in these new ‘nations’, such as the Biafran 
movement in Nigeria and the Katangan 
movement in the Congo. 

‘Nationalism’ in Africa, whether it be 
applied to the Continent as a whole or to 
the existing states, is a purely artificial 
growth aimed at eliminating European rule 
so as to leave a vacuum that can be filled 
by the agents of Moscow or Peking. There 
is no doubt whatsoever that this plan has 
largely succeeded. The foreign policies of 
nearly all the new African states are 


communist- oriented. 


THEE ATHICA 


How African Freedom Works 


] 
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OLLOWING the break up of the Rhod- 
esian Federation, Southern Rhodesia 
remained under white rule while Northern 
Rhodesia, now ‘Zambia’, was taken over by 
the Africans. Here is a typical example of 
the African exercise of power in the latter 
country. 

Shortly after ‘independence’ there was set 
up in Zambia the ‘National Academy of 
Science, Space Research and Philosophy’. 
This body immediately announced a Zam- 
bian space programme! It was originally 
decided to have a great rocket blast-off at 
the Independence Day celebrations but plans 
for this were postponed because the organ- 
isation’s director-general, Mr. E.F. Muku 
Nkoloso, subsequently to be appointed 
‘Minister of Space’, thought that the rockets 
would cause a terrifying earth tremor and 
also that they would “contaminate the 
heavens”. A Mr. G.M. Simbumwe was 
appointed to mount guard where the rockets 
were dumped—to prevent spies reaching 
them. 

Later it was announced that the first 
Zambian space woman had been accorded 
the title ‘Sister of the Heavens’ and Mr. 
Nkoloso solemnly declared that he would 


land her on the moon during 1965. Her 


CONGO: 
These 
Belgian 
soldiers 
were 


massacred 
shortly 
after this 
picture was 
taken. 


training included being rolled down an ant- 
hill in a barrel every day in order to simu- 
late the conditions of a moon landing. 
Nkoloso himself swung from a tree, saying 
that “this is training for a feeling of 
weightlessness”. The capsule which he 
intended to use for the landing of his space 
woman was being built out of dustbins 
soldered together. The launching mechan- 
ism? A sapling bent back and then to be 
released! All that Mr. Nkoloso required to_ 
see this great scientific venture off the 
ground was a favourable response to his 
application to UNESCO for a grant of 
£7, 900,000. 


T the first popular elections in the 

Sudan the voters, who could not read 
or ‘write, were given voting cards with the 
two alternative candidates symbolised by 
pictures of an elephant and a spear. At 
election gatherings the discussions on whom 
to vote for centred around an examination, 
of the respective merits of elephants andg 
spears. An elephant was useful for hi 
tusks but a spear was surely far more usefu 
as it could be used for killing people. It is 
not known which candidate won but odds 
are very much on the one represented by 
the spear. 
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N KENYA the coming of independence 

was built up as a great occasion for the 
blacks. “Uhuru (freedom) is coming!” was 
the news flashed around. “Kenyans will 
get their uhuru soon!” On Independence 
Day towns were flooded with blacks carry- 
ing baskets, urns, buckets and goatskins and 
demanding their much promised uhuru. 
On the news that it was not available to eat 
there was much rioting and killing. 


Ee 


Se 


a 
y 4 


human kind. 
of Africans are much less free than they were under colonial government. 
exploited and terrorised by the small minority of power-hungry fanatics who have 
ruled most of Africa for the last decade. In this feature we give a few examples, 
with illustrations, of the real Africa of today and its origins, of the true face of 
African Nationalism and African Freedom that our demonstrators are so anxious 
should replace European rule over the remainder of the African Continent. 


This year various left-wing bodies such as the Anti-Apartheid Movement and the 
Movement for Colonial Freedom intend to intensify their efforts to foment hatred in 
Britain against the peaceful, orderly and prosperous states in Africa where European 
tule still prevails, particularly the Republic of South Africa, against which they will 
be venting their fury at cricket matches by demonstrations and efforts to stop play. 
The object of these bodies is to finally eliminate all European rule in the African 
Continent and to replace it with the rule of Africans. 
part of Africa where such native rule has been established the story is one of con- 
tinual instability, deplorably low living standards, and atrocities of the most sub- 
‘African Freedom’ is in fact a monstrous myth. The great majority 
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Mau Mau 


ENYA lives today under the rule of* 


Jomo Kenyatta, darling of the Left 
and frequently held up model of the ‘New 
Africa’. By what means did this man come 
to power? 

The African Nationalist movement in 
Kenya owes its initial impetus to the work 
of the terrorist society Mau Mau, whose 
activities in the fifties were publicised all 
over the world but are now conveniently 
forgotten. The Chief of Mau Mau was none 
other than Jomo Kenyatta. 

Mau Mau left behind it a trail of brutal 
murder all over Kenya, not only of white 
settlers but of thousands of Africans who 
chose to be loyal to the then Colonial Gov- 
emment. But more than for these murders, 
which have become commonplace all over 
Africa, Mau Mau will be remembered for 
its hideous oath-taking ceremonies arranged 
for recruits. These ceremonies included 
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But in fact over the greater 


They are 


THE LARI 
MASSACRE | 
Two examples mg 
of Mau Mau § 
handiwork 


Horror 


the sipping of blood from the severed heads 
of small boys, chewing the brains of old 
men, performing perverted sexual acts with 
both live and dead animals and human 
beings and eating ‘stews’ concocted of 
human and animal genital organs and body 
excretions. 

Jomo Kenyatta and his lieutenants were 
duly prosecuted for these crimes and he was 
described at the time by a British Governor, 
Sir Patrick Renison, as “a leader to darkness 
and death”. 

Yet today Kenyatta governs Kenya. Has 
the nature of that country fundamentally 
changed since the time of Mau Mau? Ken- 
yatta himself is getting old, but he is not 
short of successors. Last year the assassin- 
ation of a senior Government minister, foll- 
owed by widespread inter-tribal rioting and 
killing, show a pattern not greatly altered 
with the passing of time. 


Barbarities 
in Angola 


EFT- WING propagandists in this country 
have made heroes out of the African 
‘resistance’ fighters in Portugese Angola. 
In fact the record of these creatures has 
been one of the most appalling atrocities. 
The above picture of murdered babies is 
one of the milder ones in our possession. 
Others that we have are too gruesome to 
publish. 
An instance of these atrocities was a raid 
by African terrorists on the M’bridge Plan- 
tation. On this raid the victims, while 


|. still alive, had their eyes plucked out, their 


hands cut off, flesh torn from their bodies 
then disembowelment. The women, reg- 
ardless of their age, were dragged from 
their homes and their babies snatched away 
from them and their hands and feet cut off. 
The women were raped and then their 
bodies were slit open with knives and tree 
trunks substituted for their intestines. After 
this hideous ritual the terrorists sang and 
danced in celebration of their bravery. 


Southern Africa 
Stands Firm 


NY person who knows and understands 
these and other features of ‘African 
Freedom’ will realise why South Africa, 
Rhodesia and the Portugese administered 
African territories are determined not to 
give way to black rule. No-one knows the 
true nature of African Nationalism better 
than the Europeans living in these countries. 
These Europeans, unlike the unwashed 
students who demonstrate against them in 
Britain, would be at best ruined and at 
worst exterminated if the rule of the 
African were to be extended South of the 
Zambesi. It is our duty here in Britain to 


‘understand their position and to give them 


our wholehearted support. 
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olitical Priests’ 


anifesto 


Reprinted in abridged form with acknowledgments to the SOUTH AFRICAN OBSERVER 


1 WONDER FORMULA for quick recognition and publicity is now 
established. The magic formula is a simple one —and easily within the 
reach of any political priest or layman who is prepared to present his 
left-wing politics in the guise of Christianity. 


Expressed in a simple sentence, it is this: 
Damn South Africa and its traditional pol- 
icy of racial integrity and separate dev- 
elopment of the races. 

So firmly has this new fashion fastened 
itself upon us that anyone who is prepared 
to use it is assured of immediate publicity 
in the world press. Indeed, there is scarcely 
a newspaper in the world press circuit 
which will not give priority publicity to 
those who apply their consciences to this 
wonder formula. 

Today it is their “Christian Election 
Manifesto” which is assailing us on all 
sides. 

This manifesto bluntly rejects apartheid 
as being “totally irreconcilable” with 
Christian principles. But bearing in mind 
that up to 15 years ago, and for nearly 


2,000 years before that, it was not un~- 


Christian to maintain racial integrity or to 
practise segregation — the following im- 
portant questions naturally present them- 
selves: 


(1y When did segregation become un- 
Christian? 


(2) If segregation is un-Christian now, . 


why wasn’t it un-Christian 15 years 
ago, or 25 years ago, or 1,000 years 
ago or more? 

(3) 1f segregation is in fact un-Christian, 
why then have our ministers and 
churches been misleading us for hun- 
dreds and thousands of years? 


These political priests and laymen should 
also tell us by whose authority they have 
set themselves up, .as they do, as infallible 
instruments of the will of God. 

Furthermore, by whose authority are they 
conducting an ecclesiastical war on South 
Africa, dogmatizing that segregation is an 


offence against the Christian world and; 


dogmatizing that integration (in effect 
mongrelisation of the races) is an indispen- 
sible condition of Christianity? 

But these are questions they will never 
answel. 

The truth of the matter is that, in attack- 
ing segregation in the guise of Christianity, 
these political clergymen do not derive 
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their authority from the Bible or from the 
articles of faith of their own churches, but 
from the new man-made dogmas of the 
liberals, socialists and communists of the 
World Council of Churches. 

Although it is fundamentally a political 
and sociological question, they are clearly 
pre-empting the doctrine of ‘integration’ 
as though it were one of the Ten Comm- 
andments. Not only that, but they stigma- 
tise as immoral and un-Christian all who 
disagree with them! 


BIGOT 


It is not only a shame but a scandal and 
a disgrace to see such bigots labelling their 
political opponents as un-Christian simply 
because they differ from them, not on a 


question of Christianity, but on a political 


and sociological issue. 

These political priests assert ad nauseam 
that apartheid is a heresy against Christian- 
ity, but they would be more accurate to 
describe it as a heresy against international 
socialism and communism. 

This becomes clear when we remember 
that the ministers who taught our fore- 
fathers had the Bible but no handbook on 
socialism; and that for them segregation 
was compatible with Christianity. Our 
modem ministers, however, now have the 
Bible plus Das Kapital; and for them segre- 
gation has suddenly become incompatible 
with Christianity. But the only difference is 
socialism — because the Bible has not 
changed. And if socialism is omitted seg- 
regation and Christianity are still compat- 
ible. 

Marx and Engels purposely gave their 
movement a religious base on the concepts 


of “the brotherhood of man” and “social 


justice”. The World Council of Churches 
and its political priests have now adopted 
this “brotherhood of man” and “social 
justice” as a new base for their Christianity 
and so it is not difficult to understand why 
and how many sincere churchmen easily 
confuse socialism and communism with 
Christianity. 

It also explains, as we have pointed out 
before, why the vast majority of political 
priests gloss so lightly over the fundamental 


‘differences between Christianity and ath- 


eistic communism and are to be found in 
the ranks of the anti-anti-communists— 
and éverywhere marching shoulder-to- 
shoulder with liberals, socialists and com- 
munists in the battle for de-segregation 
among white peoples—instead of coming 
out actively and militantly against the 
international communist conspiracy that 
aims at the total obliteration of Christian 
civilisation—a conspiracy which is opp- 
osed to every tenet of Christian theology 
and philosophy. 

It also explains why the leadership of 
Protestantism’s hierarchy, as represented in 
the personnel of the World Council of 
Churches and its affiliates, are so tragically 
bankrupt in both spiritual insight and moral 
courage when it comes to fighting the coll- 
ectivist-communist-totalitarian barbarism 
which threatens to engulf the world. 

These priests are today so busy propa- 
gating integration and multiracialism that 
they seem to be quite unaware of the 
increase in crime, vice, delinquency and 
divorce, particularly in the U.S.A, and 
Britain. 

And just what are they doing about the 
breakdown in family life, of loyalty to 
parents, to family and to country? What 
are they doing about the increasing num- 
bers who are born into debt, live in it and 
die in it? What are they doing about the 
decline in character, the virtues of hard 
work and responsibility? What do they care 
today that Christian influence in art, liter- 
ature, music and poetry is seldom seen? 

The answer of course is: very little or 
nothing. Multiracialism is their universal 
panacea. They go even further: they 
imagine that the destruction of our nat- 
ional, racial and cultural characteristics is 
the short-cut to the solution of all the 
world’s problems! 

They also seem to be unconcerned that 
Christian and Western ideas, ideals and 
concepts throughout the world are being 
pushed from a central guiding position in 
education, philosophy, ethics, social 
reforms and culture. 

Obviously the time has come to demand 
of all the political clergymen and laymen 
in our midst that they make clear by what 
and whose authority they are conducting 
their left-wing political activities in the 
name of Christianity. 

There are, we are sure, tens of thousands 
of good and true Christians who would 
gladly contribute to a large central fund to 
compensate these malcontents in full, pro- 
vide them with free passages and send them 
to a land of their own choice anywhere in 
the world—preferably to Kenya, Nigeria, 
Uganda, the Congo, Tanzania, Biafra or 
any other country where their liberal ideas 
are taking political shape and coming to 
full flower. 


BRITISH PUBLIC REJECTS 


INTERNATIONALISM 


RE Britons today the most nation- 
ally minded of the peoples of 

Europe? This could well be the case 
if we are to believe the results of an 
opinion poll recently conducted in this 
country and in the six countries of 
the Common Market. 

The poll sought to find out people’s att- 
itudes, not only on the question of Britain’s 
entry into the European Economic Comm- 
unity, but on the much broader question of 
national sovereignty versus international- 
ism. It’s findings were highly significant. 

To the question; are you in favour of 
Britain’s entry into the Common Market? 
the following proportion of people said Yes: 
Holland 79 per-cent; Luxembourg 70 per- 
cent; West Germany 69 per-cent; France 
66 per-cent; Belgium 63 per-cent; Italy 
D1 per-cent. 

In Britain itself the proportion in 
favour was 19 per-cent; the proportion 
against 63 per-cent. 


Another question was: Assuming that 
Britain did join, would you be for or against 
the evolution of the Common Market 
towards the political formation of a United 
States of Europe? To this question the 
figures for those in favour were: Holland 64 
per-cent; Luxembourg 75 per-cent; West 
Germany 69 per-cent; France 67 per-cent; 
Belgium 60 per-cent; Italy 60 per-cent. 


Corresponding figures for Britain 
were: For 30 per-cent; Against 48 
per-cent. 


Another question was; Would you be 
willing to accept, over and above your own 
Government, a European Government res- 
ponsible for a common policy in foreign 
affairs, defence and the economy? To this 
question the proportion in favour was: 
Holland 50 per-cent; Luxembourg 47 per- 
cent; West Germany 57 per-cent; France 
49 per-cent; Belgium 51 per-cent; Italy 
51 per-cent. 

The figures for Britain were: For 
22 per-cent; Against 60 per-cent. 


This survey was conducted in Holland by 
Veldekamp, Amsterdam, who questioned 
1482 people; in Luxembourg and Belgium 
by 1.N.R.A., Brussels, who questioned 301 
and 1155 people respectively; in West Ger- 
many by Demoskopie, Allensbach, who 


questioned 1731 people; in France by 
I.F.O.P., Paris, who questioned 2130 
people; in Italy by D.O.X.A., Milan, who 
questioned 1941 people; and in Britain by 
Harris Poll who questioned 2147 people. 
While public opinion polls, even of the 
most professional kind, are not always an 
infallible guide to the way people are 
thinking, the figures revealed here surely 
cannot be ignored. In all countries there is 
room for some margin of error, yet we find 
the number of people in Britain in favour of 
supra-national government considerably 
less than half those on the Continent and in 


fact less than a quarter of our own voting 
population (the surveys were conducted in 
all countries only among those eligible to 
vote). 

Even if the accuracy of these figures is 
not perfect, they at least give strong indic- 
ation that today the British public is more 


hostile to internationalism, and potentially 


at least more nationalist, than that of the 
countries of ECM. 

The figures also provide yet another 
pointer to the widening gulf between the 
political parties in Britain and the mass of 
the electorate. 
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SIR: So the National Front claims to have 
forced me from my job as community 
relations officer in Newham, does it? 

I am flattered that the Front should have 
thought thatI merited “two years of inten- 


sive campaigning”. But there are three 
things that Spearhead readers should bear in 
mind:- 

1) The work of improving race relations in 
Newham is continuing without me—lI was 
never more than a small part of it. 

2) However valiant the efforts of the NF, 
I left Newham for my own reasons and in 
my own good time. It seems you take me 
much more seriously than! take you. 

3) I hope that I helped in some way to 
alert people to the basic contradiction of 
the Front: you will parade, demonstrate, 
campaign and shout about the rights of the 
British people till Kingdom Come, but I 
have yet to see you do a hand’s turn to 
improve the lot of those you profess to care 
for. If you’d worried a little less about me 
and a little more about Newham I think 
you’d have spent your time far better. 

I agree with almost nothing that the-Front 
stands for, yet I have till now respected’ you 
as sincere people. But if you really have to 
hail my departure from Newham As a 
triumph for yourselves, you: must be com- 
pletely starved of real success stories. Are 
you whistling in the dark to keep your 
courage up? That’s what it looks like to 
me. 

ALEXANDER KIRBY 
London S, E, 13. 


(Editor's note: Having published material 
about Mr. Kirby, former head of the New- 
ham International Community, we feel it 
only fair to allow him this reply. However, 
he has made no attempt to deny the words 
attributed to him by the local press: “I’ve 
failed here. It’s time for me to move on. 
Racialism has become respectable, due 
mainly to the National Front and Enoch 
Powell.” Mr. Kirby apparently does not 
think that these words are indicative of the 
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National Front having played a pari in his 


getting out of the race relations business in 
Newham.) 


SIR: As a newly joined eighteen year-old 
NF student, I think I can fairly say that the 
universities will present a very hard red nut 
for two or three years yet. Camipus politics 
follow the dictates of fashion. Look at his- 
tory—French students welcomed the early 
‘internationalist’ stage of the French Revol- 
ution of 1789. They next supported the 
‘nationalism’ and ‘imperialism’ of Napol- 
eon, then the ‘liberal nationalism’ of 1830 
and 1848, the ‘nihilism’ of the 1880s and 
1890s, ‘nationalism’ before the First World 
War and ‘pacifism’ after it. A student 
changes the fashion of his politics as often 
as he changes the fashion of his clothes and 
hair. The fashion has been ‘permissive’ 
anarchy for at least a decade. The trend 
will soon start to change and NF students 


must be there, prepared and ready when it- 


does so. 

At present, however, the reds have a 
total monopoly of power in our universities. 
Take my own Edinburgh. The Socialist 
Society has a membership and following of 
perhaps two to three hundred out of a 
student population of ten thousand, and 
furthermore controls the student printing 
press and uses the university weekly paper 
to push its own propaganda and smear its 
opponents. In such a case the active NF 
student will require moral and indeed 
physical courage of a very high order to 
force his way through the red ‘establish- 
ment’ and yank the incredibly apathetic 


majority by the scruff of the neck, blow the 
cobwebs out of their ears and yell “wake 
up!” at the top of his voice. 

The fight for our universities will be a 
long and bitter one and the reds will get 
more vicious as they sense their own 
defeat—but in the end our victory is ass- 
ured. The NF student should not try to tilt 
quixotically at the reds—he will not 
succeed. Rather he should set about organ- 
ising a small, hard, reliable kernel of supp- 
orters— an elite—from which he can wage 
a political guerilla war against them until 
their power begins to crumble under their 
feet. 

COLIN MACKAY 
Edinburgh | 


SIR: Your article ‘Advice from—and to— 
Students’ rightly takes to task those who try 
vainly to curry favour with the prophets of 
permissiveness in the umiversities. The 
truth is that compromise with the Left in 
any way, so far from gaining us in the Nat- 
ional Front any sympathy, alienates a good 
many potential sympathisers. No student 
will wish to identify himself with the NF if 
he is not convinced of its moral strength 
and he will not be convinced if he sees NF 
members who are prepared to make con- 
cessions to the demands of the permissive 
society. 

Life as a student in this part of Britain 
has taught me one lesson; if we as a nation 
are to survive we cannot afford to compro- 
mise with our enemies. 

DAVID RIDDELSDELL 
Belfast 


LETTER OF THE MONTH) 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy 


every month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th. of the 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. 
winner (below) was published in the Aichmond Herald 


month. 


I believe 


that 


This month’s 


the W.AF.C, In fact it does not work because - 


Sir, I should like to know 
why the Wandsworth Anti- 
Fascist Committee was 
formed? This organisatian 
consists of Communists, Inter- 
national Socialists, Liberals, 
Socialists, anti-apartheid 
groups and various other left- 
wing movements. 

I suspect that their real aim is 
not to fight fascism but to pro- 
mote their own form of fascism, 
as we have recently witnessed in 
the universities where several 
Conservative M.P.s have been 
refused permission to speak on 
the grounds that their safety 
(from left-wing student violence) 
eould not be guaranteed. 

I therefore suggest that the 
left ought really to be fighting 
ascism within its own ranks, as 
Heft-wing anarchy and violence 
represents today’s biggest threat 
to .dempcraty. 


+ 


knows that the policies of the 
National Front are very much in 
line with the opinions of a large 
section of the community, which 
is slowly waking up to the fact 
that there is a new party which 
cares about their -views—the 
Nationa] Front. 

So I say to the W.A.F.C., start 
your “brotherhood of man” cam- 
paign by showing tolerance to- 
wards all political parties, even 
if they do not agree with your 
views 

As to Mr. Atkinson’s charge 
that the N.F.. denigrates people 
because of the colour of their 
skin, this accusation is. very 
false. The National Front recog- 
nises that the world consists of 
various peoples, with many dif- 
ferent cultures, speaking numer- 
ous languages and worshipping 
mrany gods. : 

For the good of world peace 
we believe that integration is 
neither the answer nor desirable. 


many different peoples:and cul- 
tures simply are not compatible 
living side by side with people 
very different from themselves, 
and prefer to live by the cus- 
toms of their native lands 
amongst their own kind. This ts 
not hate—it is a perfectly natural 
form of prejudice. 

Preferring your own kind does 
not imply that you hate someone 
who is different from you, pro- 
vided that you respect the right 
of others to retain their separate: 
identity. 

What a dull world it would be 
if the integrationalists had their 
way. We would .all look the 
same with coffee-coloured skins, 
wear the same clothes, have the 
same customs, speak the same 
language and, I suspect, worship 
no god. 

ERIC A. RUSSELL (chairman, 
Richmond and Kingston Branch 
of the National Front), 9, River- 
side Drive, Ham. 
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Trouble 


shooting 


COLD WAR A FRAUD 


Traditional Tory patriots find it hard to 
accept one of the central propositions of 
“the Nationalist case: that Britain’s indep- 
endence is as much threatened by inter- 
national capitalism as it is by international 
“Communism. They sincerely believe that 
just because Communism is a menace to 
Britain, and because Communists preach 
the destruction of Capitalism, that Cap- 
italism is a bastion of the British way of 
life. In reality nothing could be further 
from the truth. 

The facts concerning the financing of the 
Russian Revolution by the Wall Street bank- 
ing houses of Jacob Schiff, Warburg and 
Kuhn Loeb are now considered to be old hat. 
But there are plenty of recent incidents 
which indicate that the International 
Vioney Power has a vested interest in sus- 
taining Communism. Here are a few 
examples. 

Kruschev was toppled from power in 
Russia not because of any kind of ideo- 
logical delinquency but because his much 
vaunted agricultural policies failed miser- 
ably. The Kremlin was terrified because 
hungry people tend to question the wisdom 
of their rulers and are prone to revolt 
against them. Instead of pressing home this 
advantage by using all the tactics of sub- 
version which the Communists use against 
Western nations, the Captains of High 
“Sinance arranged a deal whereby the vast 
wheat surplus of America was sold to the 
Soviets at a virtual give-away price. 

+ A similar treason was perpetrated against 

the Australian people even more recently. 
At a time when Australian boys were dying 
in the jungles of Vietnam fighting an 
enemy largely equipped by the Communist 
Chinese the International Money Power 
pushed through a deal under which Aust- 
ralia’s grain surp yas made available to 
China at a knock-d | rate. 

Betrayals perpe against the British 
people have been « ly as brazen. With 
the encouragement of the Wilson Govern- 
ment, British bank e been making long 
term loans to Russ an interest rate of 
5 per-cent, which, n inflation is taken 
into account, produces a loss. These loans 
have only been possible because Britain has 


taken on huge short term loans from inter- 
national banks at high rates of interest. To 
cap this the Russians are using the British 
loans in order to build factories which will 
soon be going into competition with British 
industry on world markets. 

Clearly, what Tory patriots do is to con- 
fuse the system whereby goods and services 


‘are produced and distributed by means of a 


genuinely free-enterprise system contained 
within a national framework—and Mono- 
poly Capitalism. 

Monopoly Capitalism is the system under 
which we live today. It is as much devoted 
to the destruction of free-enterprise as is 
Communism. Since the last war it has very 
nearly succeeded, by means of usurious 
interest-rates, inflation and take-over bids, 
in concentrating the ownership of our nat- 
ion’s wealth-producing capacity in the 
hands of a few gigantic combines. These 
have interlocking arrangements with com- 
bines and cartels of other nations, and all 
are dependent on the goodwill of the inter- 
national bankers who extend the credit to 
finance their operations. 

The method whereby International Mon- 
opoly Capitalism plunders Britain of her 
wealth is ludicrously simple. An American 
industrial combine, having set its eyes on a 
British company, arranges with a British 
subsidiary of one of the ‘great’ internat- 
ional banks a loan in pounds sterling to 
finance the take-over bid. Having captured 
the British company, its new owners use the 
profits it produces to pay off the loan. Thus 
do American monopoly capitalists, without 


risking a single dollar, use the wealth pro-- 


duced by British workers to buy up British 
industry at a rate of £2 million per day. 

Because of the international structure of 
modern Monopoly Capitalism this system 
cannot be expected to sustain the indepen- 
dence of the British nation. Furthermore, 
the drive to concentrate financial power is 
endemic in the system. This is what fin- 
anciers mean when they talk of ‘rational- 
isation’. This is what establishment polit- 
icians mean when they talk of ‘interdepen- 
dence’ (This is also, by the bye, what the 
Common Market is all about). Monopoly 
Capitalism systematically denies the means 
of economic independence to the individ- 
ual and to nations. 


The concentration of control over the 
means of production. and distribution in 
Communist states was achieved by means 
of revolution, whereas the same central- 
isation is taking place in the West by 
means of evolution. That is the only real 
difference between the two systems, 
Furthermore, the inevitable outcome— 
indeed the declared intention— of both 
systems is the establishment of world- 
government. 


SATANIC OZMOSIS 

‘Underground’ magazines produced by 
the New Left proclaim that they are cham- 
pions of human dignity and individual free- 
dom. The cynical impertinence of this 
boast can be appreciated by a perusal of 
the February/March issue of Oz, a maga- 
zine aimed at the teenage market. 

The front cover sets the tone for the 
whole issue. Under the headline “Woman’s 
Liberation—Exclusive!” is a photograph of 
a young man naked except for bandages 
over his groin. Alongside him stands a girl 
waving an axe in one hand and an artificial 
phallus in the other. The following items 
are featured inside;- 

A cartoon which depicts the Queen as the 
central character in a sado-masochist cum 
foot-fetishist fantasy; a frontal nude photo 
of a pubescent coloured girl; a photo of a 
masturbatory aid in the form of an inflat- 
able replica of a female torso; a photo 
montage comprising a naked, reclining and 
unmistakably male body capped by a fem- 
ale head; and a photo of two naked women 
embracing one another. 

Star guest writer is a creature called 
Bill Levy, editor of a Dutch pornographic 
magazine called Suck. In four pages of 
demented gibberish Levy discusses his 
friends’ physical reactions whilst partici- 
pating in depraved orgies (photos repro- 
duced in his magazine) and his own desire 
to engage in a variety of forms of sexual 
congress with male and female partners. 

Interspersed with this ‘artwork’ are art- 
icles glorifying communism, violent dem- 
onstrations, sedition, drug-taking, sexual 
perversions and anti-social conduct of all 
kinds. In other words, OZ is sheer bloody 
poison. It can only be published with the 
deliberate object of depraving and corrupt- 
ing the minds of impressionable young 
people. 

Spearhead readers are asked to make a 
formal written complaint to the Police 
should they see OZ on sale in their locality 
—that is after they have informed the 
vendor of their intention. The Police are 
bound to take investigatory action. If 
enough complaints are made OZ can be 
cleared from the bookstalls and its publish- 
ers forced out of business as a result of 
heavy legal costs and fines. 
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Ne 


im action 


120 North London members in anti-imm- 
igration march through ENFIELD...... 
10,000 NF leaflets presenting truth about 
Sharpville distributed at ‘Sharpville Mem- 
orial Rally’ in Trafalgar Square, LONDON 
rkier HUDDERSFIELD branch fielding 11 
candidates at local elections: outraged 


NEW NF BROADSHEET 


ECENTLY off the presses is Facts, a new 
publication of the National Front 
intended for mass distribution. 

Facts is produced in broadsheet form and 
will appear at irregular intervals. The first 
issue is devoted largely to the dangers to 
Britain of the Common Market and of 
internationalism generally but gives space 
to other issues, including immigration, 
defence, law and order and a statement of 
general NF policy. 

Facts represents a powerful addition to 
the NF armoury and all supporters are urged 
to help in its distribution. Copies are 5d. 
each and bulk supplies can be obtained at 
greatly reduced rates. 

Orders should be sent to NF H.Q., 92 
Fleet Street, London E.C. 4. 
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reds hold anti-NF march through town..... 
NF candidates also standing in BRISTOL, 
CARDIFF, WOLVERHAMPTON and HERT- 
FORDSHIRE...... James Shaw and David 
Pooley poll 10 per-cent in SOUTHALL 
council election...... Ron Tear increases 
vote at REDBRIDGE...... Quinton Hogg 
heckled by Wandsworth branch at BATTER- 
SEA. ....- CORBY group formed...... 
LEICESTER branch win six-month battle 
against Watch Committee to distribute 
leaflets in the city...... John Tyndall 
addresses NF public meeting on Rhodesia 
at NORWICH...... SHERBOURNE members 
scale walls of castle where Tory fete was 
planned and plaster stands with NF posters 
cesar law and order campaign by CARDIFF 
branch wins big publicity...... white wor- 
kers threaten strike after Indian threats to 
oust NF shop steward at WOLVERHAMPTON 
cases ELTHAM branch reports Times and 
Guardian to Race Relations Board after 
adverts appeared for Iranian staff...... 
Black Power meeting heckled by BARRY 
group....-- leadership training seminar for 
Northern members held at SHEFFIELD. 


ENFIELD MARCH 
120 North London members demand, 
an end to immigration. 


Union. 


‘Hands Off NF’ 
—Strike Threat 


Le years ago there were hardly any 
black workers on the payroll of Court- 
aulds’ big factory at Wolverhampton. 
Today, due to continued immigration and 
to the Race Relations Act, more than 40 
per-cent of Courtaulds’ labour force is 
black. This is not all—now the immigrant 
workers at this factory have taken it upon 
themselves to dictate to their white work- 
mates what their politics should be. 

After Wolverhampton branch of the Nat* 
ional Front won considerable publicity by 
holding a demonstration outside the city’s 
Black Power H.Q. and deterring Tariq Alé 
from holding a provocative meeting there, 
the branch was flooded with new recruits, 
among them Mr. Ronald Davison. 

Mr. Davison is employed at Courtaulds as 
a rayon spinner, and is also a shop steward 
for the Transport and General Workers’ 
He is a father of six children, an 
ex-Royal Navy torpedo man, and has been 
an active trade unionist for 20 years. Mr. 
Davison, like many of his workmates, 


| including other shop stewards, was sickened 


at the betrayals of the Labour Government 
and decided that only the policies of the 
National Front could protect the interests of 
the white working man. 

Mr. Davison soon became one of the most 
active members of the Wolverhampton NF 
branch, and was adopted as its candidate to 
fight the St. Peters ward in the forthcoming 
municipal elections. On hearing this news, 
the immigrant workers at Courtaulds— most 
of whom are Asian— demanded that the 
Wolverhampton Indian Workers’ Association 
take action against Mr. Davison. 

Happy to oblige, the Association convened 
a full meeting of its members and summ- 
oned to it a national representative of the 
T.G.W.U. At the meeting they told the 
official that if Mr. Davison proceeded with 
his plans to stand for the National Front ip 
the local elections the Union should set 
about withdrawing recognition of him as a 
shop steward in the factory. 

Now this impertinence has enraged white 
workers at the factory and they have prom- 
ised, both on a personal basis and through 
their shop stewards, that if the T.G. W.U. 
does attempt to lemd its support to the 
immigrants in their campaign of victim- 
isation against Mr. Davison they will all 
come out on strike in his support. The sit- 
uation in Wolverhampton being what it is, 
it is possible that white workers in many 
other local factories may wish to demon- 
strate their solidarity with the white 
workers at Courtaulds. 


- 


Sell Spearhead! |= 


ESPITE the many letters that we have 

had in the past months assuring us of 
the improved quality of Spearhead, our 
sales are not increasing to the extent that 
is needed to ensure our future financial 
viability. 

A certain number of distributers are 
taking bulk supplies but failing to resell 
them— with: the result that eventually they 
become tired of losing money and cancel 
their orders. Other groups, sympathetic to 
our journal and keen to see it grow, do not 
even get as far as bulk orders in the first 
place. 

On the other hand there are groups that 
regularly take large quantities and never 
have any difficulty in selling them, with 
the result that not only do they cover their 
costs but they make a profit as well. 

It all depends on one’s attitude to selling. 

Spearhead will not get sold if you order 
a pile of copies then leave them stacked in 
the corner of your room, save one or two 
bought by close friends, relatives or local 
NF branch members. It will just make 
bigger and bigger demands on your room 
space and also on your bank account. It 
will get sold if you adopt a positive att- 
itude to the matter and go out’ and find 
customers. 

More than one method is open to you of 
doing this. Most distributers live near to 
where there is a busy town centre. Find a 
spot and a time at which human traffic is 
most dense and stand there displaying your 
copies prominently in front of you. The 
more of you there are the better, but one 
person on his or her own can get great 
results. The Communist Morning Star and 
its predecessor the Daily Worker have been 
built up by this method— often involving 
just a lone person standing in the most app- 
alling weather for many hours. Surely, 
what Communists can do Nationalists can 
do better. If you do adopt this practice 
be sure of one thing: you will not sell if 
you stand there like a mute. Advertise 
your product. Tell passers-by what Spear- 
head. is all about. Tell them that it supp- 

_orts the National Front, tell them that it 
opposes immigration, Communism, the 
Common Market, etc. What topics are 
best to emphasise will depend on your area. 
Use your intelligence in this and learn by 
trial and error. 

Another sales method is to visit public 
houses. This is how the Salvation Army 
sells much of its literature. Not every pub 
will like your selling but you can find out 
which do and which don’t by a polite 
request to the landlord beforehand. A thing 
worth remembering is that something to 
read sometimes makes the customer linger 
on longer and perhaps buy another drink. 


Point this out to the publican. 

The third sales method is in our exper- 
ience the best, although this may not apply 
to all areas uniformly. Take your copies 
and go out ‘on the knocker’. Call at 
people’s homes and when they come to the 
door tell them briefly what Spearhead is. 
Again use your intelligence and try to think 
what issues are of the greatest interest to 
people in the neighbourhood. Just briefly 
emphasise these. Don’t spend long if it is 
clear that the person is not really inter- 
ested; get on and call on the next door. 
Now this method of sales has one important 
advantage over any other. Each house at 
which you sell a copy can be noted down 
in a little book. When the next issue comes 
out there will be no need for cold canvass- 
ing of that street; just go to the houses 
where you succeeded before and you should 
make a sale again. As you proceed with 
this method you will gradually build up a 
‘round’, and as each month passes you will 
be able to get more business for the time 
put in than the last. After a while you will 
need to spend only a limited time calling 
‘cold’; most of the time you will have a 
ready made source of sales. 

Of course some customers, after reading 
two or three issues, may not want to buy 
any more, but you can be sure that the 
number of customers gained will always be 
greater than the number lost. 

What kind of results can this method of 
sales bring? David Mitchell, of Croydon, 
Surrey, went out recently and sold 17 
copies on his first evening. You may not 
do as well, or you may do better! Areas 
vary greatly. But supposing you can sell 


an average of 10-12 an evening, if you put } 


in one evening a week there’s 50 gone ina 
month— just with one person selling! What 


indeed might be accomplished by a branch } 


of the NF or even a small group of two or 
three! 

Lastly, there is the method of calling on 
local retailers and getting them to try 
Spearhead on their counters. Offer them 
copies on a sale-or-return basis, starting 
with half a dozen or a dozen depending on 
the size of the shop and its likely clientele. 
Make sure your shopkeeper displays Spear- 
head prominently. Tell him that it is not 


nationally well known and that people will | 


not ask for it unless they see it. 
to shops at 8d. each. 

We have suggested four methods of sell- 
ing. Only trial and error will tell you 
which is the best, and this may vary acc- 
ording to the locality. There is one prin- 
ciple, however, that does not vary what- 
ever the area: you need detetermination 
don’t be put off if the first experiment 
does not succeed, keep trying. 


Copies go 


National Front 
PUTS BRITAIN FIRST Miss 


dg out more about Britain’s new party. 
Complete this coupon and send to: 


The Secretary, National Front, 92 Fleet 
Street, London E.C.4. 


Name 
Address 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British 
Views-Letter 
Edited by A. K. Chesterton 
Which supports the 
NATIONAL FRONT 


Published by the Candour Publishing Co., 
92 Fleet Street, London, E.C.4. 


NATIONALIST 
BOOK CENTRE 


10 Birkbeck Hill London SE21 
Send for our free catalogue now 


BUY BULK! 


Help to spread SPEARHEAD by buying 
supplies for bulk distribution at special 
wholesale rate of 8d. per copy for all 
quantities of 50 or over. 


SPECIAL RATES FOR 
BACK ISSUES 


Over the past months we have 
accumulated large numbers of back 
numbers which we are now anxious to 
get off our hands. We are offering 
these at the specially reduced rate of 
6d. per copy for all quantities of 50 
or over. 


“The New Unhappy Lords ”’ 


An exposure of power politics 
By A. K. CHESTERTON 


Cloth-Bound Edition 28/- 
Paper-back Edition ‘12 /- 
THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS is a 
must for the bookshelf of any student 
of modern politics. It represents the 
most lucid and startling of all comm- 
entaries on the methods of subversion 
being used to undermine Britain and 

European Civilisation. 


(obtainable from Nationalist Books) 
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Dear Michael, ; 

Thank you for your letter in which you 
Say you are more impressed with the 
“reasoned” arguments of the New Left than 
with the “emotive” appeal of the National 
Front, This is a point worthy of analysis. 

Firstly, any combination of words making 


a sentence other than on a subject of a - 


purely mechanical or scientific nature must 
be ‘emotive’, otherwise it would have no 
meaning. A most reasoned speech may be 
emotive without it in any way being emo- 
tional. Again, simply because a speech is 
emotional it does. not mean that it is nec- 
essarily without reason. / 

Politics is the art of mobilising people in 
the service of a cause. Whether one likes 
it or not, the masses do not, collectively, 
have an intellect, but they do have emo- 
tions. No matter what Marx says, emotion 
is by far the most potent force governing 
the destiny of mankind. Clearly, therefore, 
those who are successful in mobilising the 
masses for a cause Owe their success, not to 
their ability to appeal to the intellect of 
the individual, but to their sensitivity in 
feeling out the emotional ‘trigger-spots’ of 
the masses. 

The self-styled “intellectual” approach 

of the Left depands very much for its effect 
on pseudo-scientific jargon. But I contend 
that this jargon is simply a disguise for its 
primitive emotional content. If left-wing 
propaganda was as cool, calm and reasoned 
in content and intent, then the methods 
by which the Left manifests itself would 
mirror its temperate spirit....... “by their 
fruits ye shall know them”. 
’ The fruits of the Left are bitter with 
malevolence. What were the Vietnam 
demonstrations in Grosvenor Square, 
London, other than examples of emotional 
and brutish excess? How “reasonable” is it 
to beat up policemen or to turn over the 
cars of innocent people during a demon- 
stration organised to demand Peace? The 
manipulators of these mobs are clearly 
using the emotions which can be generated 
over an unpleasant foreign war in order to 
provoke violent confrontations which in 
turn they hope will set off a chain reaction 
of emotion and violence and— perhaps— 
revolution. 


VIOLENT THUGGERY 


The home of left-wing intellectuals is 
traditionally the University. But who can 
deny that the campus Left is devoted to 
generating heat rather than light? The 
instances of violent thuggery perpetrated by 
arrogant leftist student louts have been so 
frequent in recent years thatI wonder how 
there are so many dreaming spires still 
standing. I recently had an experience of 
the emotional and violent atmosphere 
pervading our universities which symbolises 
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the sham of left-wing intellectualism. I 


had been invited to Lancaster University to 
debate with an official of the Race Rel- 
ations Board on the value of a multi-racial 
society. 

Had the Socialist Society of that Univer- 
sity been confident about its case it should 
have been happy to see me mount a plat- 
form and make a fool of myself. But 
instead, at a Union meeting prior to the 
debate, Soc-Soc supporters proclaimed that 
the only useful purpose that could be served 
by inviting a speaker from the NF to the 
University was so that he could be beaten 
up. These elements then proceeded to issue 
a leaflet calling upon students to demon- 
strate in order to prevent the debate taking 
place, and advised demonstrators to come 
wearing “appropriate clothes and heavy 
boots”. Two hundred young intellectuals 
did so, and prevented the debate from 
taking place. The left-wing appeal to 
reason had triumphed again. 


INTELLECTUAL MASOCHISM 


Should you wish to dissect the jargon of 
the Left and discover its real content, I 
suggest you read the works of James Burn- 
ham—particularly his latest book Suicide 
of the West. This work shows quite clearly 
that left-wing thinking among bourgeois 
intellectuals comes not so much from their 
desire to secure a better world but from a 
deep-seated masochism, a characteristic 
commonly found in the upper echelons of a 
decadent society. In the face of this one 
can only thank God for the common sense 
of the working man. 

For years Communist agitators have been 
trying to influence the minds of London 
dockers. Yet how many times have these 
men downed tools by the thousand and 
marched on Parliament to demand “work- 
ers’ control” or some such? Never. Yet 
these men did march on Parliament in a 
spontaneous demonstration of protest at the 
way their land had been invaded by two- 
million coloured immigrants — regardless 
of whether such immigrants could be cat- 
egorised by left-wing theorists as “ members 
of the working class”. That incident served 
to show just how out of touch the Left is 
with the class it claims to champion. 

Pink intellectuals decry emotion because 
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favoured by the New Left) or boring, life- 


it is a phenomenon which they cannot 

understand, which they cannot fit into their 
ever-so-clever explanations of what life is 

all about. For example, Bertrand Russell, 

in the first volume of his autobiography, — 
tried to explain away the deep emotional » 
experience he gained by seeing a magni- , 
ficent sunset by saying that he “had not | 
been getting enough sex at that time”..... | 
not love, mark you, but sex. Russell’s | 
“intellectual” rejection of emotion reminds 

one of the lady who attended one of — 
Turner’s exhibitions of seascapes. The lady | 
said: “Mr. Turner, really! I’ve never seen | 
sunsets anything like these!” To which | 


Turner replied: “Perhaps not, Madam— 
but don’t you wish you had?” 
This digression has its point, for it leads# © 
me to observe that left-wing and Commun- + 4 
ist societies are not noted for their Art. * 
Surely, the quality of its art is the only 
acceptable way of evaluating a civil- 
isation’s real worth and spiritual strength. | 
What has the left-wing milieu produced? 
Take your choice between the anarchic * 
worship of ugliness of the Dadaists (much {| 


less “socialist realism” (preferred — nay, 
insisted upon — by the Soviets). I should 
not need to protract this line of argument 
to show that among the intelligent emotion 
does not need to be vindicated but, rather, 
cultivated, 

All bright young people are of the opinion 
that everything can be understood, that the 
paradoxes and injustices of life can be 
resolved. Hence the appeal of Marxism, 
which with trite formulae, jargon and dia- 
lectic claims that the human predicament 
can be analysed, rationalised, systematised 
and generally sorted out for the good ‘ 
all. But Communism is not a creed worthye © 
of the support of intelligent idealists, for 
with its worship of equality and suspicion of 
individual achievement it can only lead to 
mediocrity and stagnation. 

There have been many emotive appeals 
to humanity. One such is Karl Marx’s 
“Proletarians of all lands unite— you have 
nothing to lose but your chains”. But I 
prefer Milton’s “Princes, potemtates, the 
flower of heaven—once yours, now lost — 
awake, rise or be forever fallen! ” 


Yours sincerely, 
MARTIN WEBSTER. 


